We would like to raise several questions about Folk's (1) conclusion that bird urine does not contain much, if any, uric acid.
The biological literature contains abundant evidence that most excretory nitrogen of birds is in the form of uric acid or its salts (2) . Most of Folk's data on the white part (the urine) of bird droppings are not inconsistent with this generalization. (i) Folk finds that bird droppings exhibit only part of the x-ray analysis pattern typical of uric acid or two of its salts. We would like to know why Folk emphasizes the heterogeneous composition of the droppings that he analyzed but rejects the idea that the x-ray peaks seen are for as yet uncharacterized salts of uric acid or obscure some of the peaks typical of uric acid, or both. Folk himself says that ultraviolet spectrophotometric analyses demonstrate the presence of the urate radical in his samples. (ii) Folk argues that bird droppings dissolve in water or weak acids and therefore cannot be uric acid. Even so, the original dried droppings could have been some urate salt that dissolved and then recrystallized as uric acid. Furthermore, it seems odd for Folk to feel that the addition of water alters the composition of bird urine, when one considers that he used "air-dried" excrement that itself is quite modified from the condition in which it entered the cloaca from the ureters and passed retrograde into the intestine, mixing with the feces, before it was voided; also, freshly voided excrement has a considerable water content. Even the driest bird excrement known to date has a water content of 40 to 50 percent (3) . Folk claims that many articles and texts merely "parrot" the generalization that bird urine consists largely of uric acid. On the contrary, in many references cited by such texts as Sturkie (4) and Marshall (5) , uric acid has been determined by acceptable biochemical methods with the use of fresh excreta (2, 6, 7) . The most accurate determinations of uric acid in bird urine utilized uricase digestion to abolish ultraviolet absorbance of the purine ring of uric acid or its salts (7, 8) . Only about 10 percent of the total ultraviolet absorbance of bird urine is not abolished by uricase (8) . Hence Folk is also critical of "spurious" evolutionary arguments concerning uric acid excretion. It seems to us that the presence of enzymes specific for uric acid synthesis argues for its significance in birds (2, 9) . For the evolution of the shelled amniote egg, the low solubility and inertness of urates serves as well as that of uric acid per se. These points, rather than measurement of uric acid in urine, are the crux of Needham's argument (10) . It can also be argued that the excretory system of birds and reptiles is structurally consistent with the elimination of precipitated materials such as uric acid and its more insoluble salts (8, 11 Figure 1 shows the differences in interpretation between the linear rate for west Mexico and two rates proposed for temperate areas by Friedman. Table  1 presents two new groups of hydration readings for which the linear rate
